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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 18 recites "A program list generating program...". A computer 
program by itself without being embodied on a computer readable medium is not 
statutory subject matter. 

Claim 19 recites "The program list generating program...". Although the 
claim further indicates that the program is recorded on a computer-readable 
medium, it is directed to the program itself. Moreover, the computer program 
must be embodied in a physical computer readable medium. Applicant states 
that the computer program may be embodied as a "...digital signal transmitted on 
an electronic communication line, a wireless or wired communications line.." 
([0287]). This statement would render any claim directed to a program stored on 
a computer readable medium non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in tlie art to wliicli said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability sliall not be negatived by tlie manner in wliicli the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 15, and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over "Kamen et al, US PG Pub # 20020087985, hereafter Kamen, 
in view of True, US PG Pub # 20040073922, hereafter True. 
With regard to claim 1, Kamen discloses: 

A program list generating apparatus for generating a program list ([0012]; Kamen 
discloses a system for building a program guide), comprising: 

An acquiring unit operable to acquire a first title being a title of a first program 
(Figure 1 , item 105 and [0015]; Kamen describes the step of receiving and 
parsing the title of a first program). Kamen further describes the step (1 1 0) of 
removing nonessential words, and replacing the altered program title in the 
program guide (125). Kamen fails to disclose the step of displaying the title 
based on the difference between a first title and second title. 

True discloses displaying episodes of the same show along with their 
subtitles in order to distinguish them from one another. (Figure 6 and [0043]; 
True teaches that in order to distinguish between different programs having the 
same title, a further description can be included in the displayed program guide. 
As illustrated in Figure 6, each episode of Mash Is now displayed with a subtitle 
in order to distinguish it from other episodes of Mash). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the 
feature as taught by True to include distinguishing information with the title with 
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the system of Kamen that creates abbreviated titles based on keywords in the 
title. The resulting title of such a system would be an abbreviated, unique title for 
each unique program. The advantage of doing this would have been to enable 
the user to distinguish between different episodes as described by True while 
fitting the title in a limited space as taught by Kamen. 

With regard to claim 2, Kamen, in view of Mash, disclose the program list 
generating apparatus of claim 1 in that together, they teach a program generating 
list that lists an abbreviated, unique title for each program. Kamen further 
teaches the acquiring unit acquires the first and second titles from a program 
guide which shows information of a plurality of programs (Figure 1 , step 105, 
Kamen describes receiving and parsing the program titles in the program guide) 

As described above (claim 1 rejection). True discloses a system for 
distinguishing between titles. The system of Kamen removes words from titles 
that are not significant ([0016]; Ramen describes the title "The Big Red House" 
might be left as "House". In this example, the title "The Big Red Dog" might be 
left as "Dog"). In this situation, subtitles of the same episode that are part of the 
program description as taught by True would be abbreviated by the system of 
Kamen by eliminating the words "The Big Red", to create the distinguishing, 
abbreviated title. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
these two references in order to create a system that supplies an abbreviated, 
unique title for each unique program. The advantage of doing this would have 
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been to enable the user to distinguish between different episodes as described 
by True while fitting the title in a limited space as taught by Kamen. 

With regard to claim 15, Kamen discloses: 

a receiving unit operable to receive the first and second programs (Fig. 3, item 
302 and [0027]; Kamen describes a broadcast system and a set-top box (item 
302) that receives the signals from the network. Kamen further describes the 
step of receiving and parsing the title of a first program [0015]. Kamen further 
describes the step (Fig. 1 , stepi 10) of removing nonessential words, and 
replacing the altered program title in the program guide (125). Kamen fails to 
disclose the step of displaying the title based on the difference between a first 
title and second title. Kamen fails to disclose a recording unit operable to record 
the first and second received programs, and an extracting unit that extracts the 
first difference from the first title, and extracts a second difference from the 
second title, the first and second differences being respectively portions of the 
first and second title and being different from each other, and the program list 
generated by the program list generating unit containing the first and second 
differences 

True describes a recording unit operable to record the received first and 
second programs ([0066]; True describes a connection to a VCR to control the 
recording of a program). True further discloses displaying episodes of the same 
show along with their subtitles in order to distinguish them from one another. 
(Figure 6 and [0043]; True teaches that in order to distinguish between different 
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programs having tlie same title, a further description can be included in the 
displayed program guide. As illustrated in Figure 6, each episode of Mash is now 
displayed with a subtitle in order to distinguish it from other episodes of Mash, 
therefore the displayed titles would be different from each other). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art to add the 
feature as taught by True to include distinguishing information with the title with 
the system of Kamen that creates abbreviated titles based on keywords in the 
title. The resulting title of such a system would be an abbreviated, unique title for 
each unique program. The advantage of doing this would have been to enable 
the user to distinguish between different episodes as described by True while 
fitting the title in a limited space as taught by Kamen. 

Claim 17 is the method corresponding to apparatus claim 1 , and is 
rejected as applied. 

Claim 18 is the computer program to implement the method steps of claim 
17, and is rejected as applied. 

Claim 19 is the computer program of claim 18 being recorded in a 
computer readable recording medium, and is rejected as applied. 

Claim 20 is an integrated circuit to perform the steps corresponding to 
system claim 1 , and is rejected as applied. The system as taught by Kamen in 
view of True inherently contains the circuitry to invoke the steps of the claim. 
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5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamen 
in view of True, in further view of Schein, US Patent # 5959688, hereafter 
Schein. 

With regard to claim 14, Kamen, in view of True disclose the program list 
generating apparatus of claim 2 in that they disclose a system that will generate 
a programming guide with a list with programming titles and their corresponding 
channels and times. However, they fail to disclose that the programs are 
broadcast on different days, on the same channel, and for a same time period. 

Schein describes a method that generates a list of multiple programming 
occurrences of a particular show. Moreover, he teaches that the multiple 
occurrences of the show can be on the same channel, on different days, and for 
a same time period (Fig. 3 - Schein shows a view of an EPG that shows several 
occurrences of a particular show. Two are on the same channel (HB01 ), two are 
on different days (Wednesday and Thursday, as opposed to Monday), and same 
time period (Figure 2 - Schein shows a view of the EPG that shows the particular 
time period the show is scheduled for). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the system of Kamen in view of True to allow the user to view 
all instances of a particular show. The advantage of this would have been to 
provide the user a convenient way to view all instances of his favorite show. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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Claims 3-13 are objected to as being dependent on rejected claims. They 
would be allowable if written in independent form. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to MARK D. FEATHERSTONE whose 
telephone number is (571)270-3750. The examiner can normally be reached on 
8:00 AM - 5:00 PM M-F US Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Andrew Koenig can be reached on (571) 272-7296. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
E-Signed 
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